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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is responsive to communications filed on October 12, 2005. 
Claims 1-17 are pending in the application. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed October 12, 2005 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's argument that ''James referred to by the Office Action disclose 
nothing about an application switching component nor anything that could relate to one^\ see 
page 3: lines 3-4, a recitation of the intended use of the claimed invention must result in a 
structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in order to patentably 
distinguish the claimed invention fi-om the prior art. If the prior art structure is capable of 
performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. In this case, James discloses an application 
switching component 36 which receives a request (col. 4: lines 12-20) firom a requesting process 
20 (e.g., commands entered through input device such as a keyboard 40 and a pointing device 
42; col. 3: lines 15-17; send the request to a first application 200; mid receives, at the at the 
appUcation switching component in response to sending the request to the first application, error 
data that indicates the particular service extension is not available at the first appUcation (col. 4: 
lines 12-62). Thus it meets the claims. 

W3C's teaches that the SOAP message global attribute can be used to indicate whether a 
header entry is mandatory or optional for the recipient to process. 
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As shown in Figure 1-2, Preisig discloses a plurality of applications (e.g., CLIENT - 
SOAP/POST/GET REQUEST; MIDDLEWARE - Router, DXX Admin. Servlet; and 
SERVER - Database), which in general can process data, including send and receive data. 
Preisig also discloses a decision tree that employs a logic to process request and route responses 
to appropriate server for execution (see claims 7-9). Thus it meets the claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be 
found in a prior Office action. 

4. Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
James et al (US 6,904,600), hereinafter James, in view of Preisig et al (US 6,882,996), 
hereinafter Preisig, and fiirther in view of W3C "Simple Object Access Protocol (SOAP) 1.1, 
hereinafter W3C. 

Regarding claims 1, 7, and 13-16, as shown in Figure 1-2, James discloses a method 
comprising: 

receiving (step 202), at an application switching component (36) fi'om a requesting 
process (20), a request for a service among the similar services; 

sending the request (steps 204-212) to a first appHcation (200); 

receiving (steps 214-216), at the application switching component in response to sending 
the request to the first application, error data that indicates the particular service extension is not 
available at the first application (col. 4: lines 12-62). 

However, James does not explicitly call for the request including data indicating a 
particular service extension is mandatory. 
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W3C's teaches that the SOAP message global attribute can be used to indicate whether a 
header entry is mandatory or optional for the recipient to process (Sect. 4.2.3 SOAP 
mustUnderstand Attribute). 

Since W3C teaches SOAP, an industry accepted standard protocol, and James discloses a 
method and system conforming to SOAP, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made, the request in James' system can be used to indicate 
whether a particular service extension is mandatory. 

The combination of W3C and James disclose substantially all claimed limitations, except 
a plurality of applications; and in response to receiving the error date, sending the request from 
the application switching component to a second application of the plurality of apphcations, 
wherein the second application is different from the first application. 

As shown in Figure 2, Preisig teaches a plurality of applications (HTTP GET or HTTP 
POST; XML or URL encoded, DADX or DTD resource file, and the associated action); and in 
response to the decision (36, 38, 40, 60, 64, 68), sending the request from the appUcation 
switching component to a second appHcation of the plurality of applications, wherein the second 
apphcation is different from the first application (col. 4: line 4 - col. 5: line 19). 

James, W3C, and Preisig disclose analogous arts, relating to methods and systems 
conforming to SOAP, thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to apply Preisig's method of switching between a plurality of 
applications in the combinations of James and W3C, motivated by the need of providing a more 
effective and flexible Web-based traffic for customers whose computers resided behind 
corporate or ISP firewall. 
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Regarding claims 2-3 and 8-9, as shown in Figure 2 (Preisig), the combination of James, 
W3C, and Preisig also discloses: 

determining at the application switching component whether none of the plurality of 
applications has the particular service extension (decision diamond 40); and 

if it is determined that none has the particular service extension (XML - not SOAP), then 
sending, to the requesting process, error data indicating the particular service extension is not 
available (block 56); and 

if it is determined that at least one of the plurality of applications has the particular 
service extension (XML - SOAP), then not sending, to the requesting process, error data 
indicating the particular service extension is not available (block 42), (Preisig: col. 4: lines 4-45). 

Since W3C teaches SOAP, an industry accepted standard protocol, and James discloses a 
method and system conforming to SOAP, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made, the request in James' system can be used to indicate 
whether a particular service extension is mandatory. 

James, W3C, and Preisig disclose analogous arts, relating to methods and systems 
conforming to SOAP, thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to apply Preisig's method of switching between a plurality of 
appUcations in the combinations of James and W3C, motivated by the need of providing a more 
effective and flexible Web-based traffic for customers whose computers resided behind 
corporate or ISP firewall. 
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Regarding claims 4 and 10, the combination of James, W3C, and Preisig also discloses: 
the step of receiving the request for services is performed by receiving a request 

formatted according to the SOAP (James: abstract; W3C: whole document; and Preisig: col. 2: 

lines 6-13); and 

the data indicating the particular service extension is mandatory is included in a 
mustUnderstand attribute associated with the particular service extension (James: col 6: lines 
13-17; and W3C: Sect. 4.2.3 SOAP mustUnderstand Attribute). 

Since W3C teaches SOAP, an industry accepted standard protocol, and James discloses a 
method and system conforming to SOAP, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made, the request in James' system can be used to indicate 
whether a particular service extension is mandatory, 

James, W3C, and Preisig disclose analogous arts, relating to methods and systems 
conforming to SOAP, thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to apply Preisig' s method of switching between a plurality of 
applications in the combinations of James and W3C, motivated by the need of providing a more 
effective and flexible Web-based traffic for customers whose computers resided behind 
corporate or ISP firewall. 

Regarding claims 5 and 1 1, as shown in Figure 2, though the combination of James, 
W3C, and Preisig also disclose when a request service not available (block 40), sending to the 
requesting process advertising data indicating that another service (DAD ) that appears to be 
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assembled out of the similar services is available at a network address of the apphcation- 
switching component (blocks 42-48), (Preisig: col. 4: lines 4-61). 

Since W3C teaches SOAP, an industry accepted standard protocol, and James discloses a 
method and system conforming to SOAP, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made, the request in James' system can be used to indicate 
whether a particular service extension is mandatory. 

James, W3C, and Preisig disclose analogous arts, relating to methods and systems 
conforming to SOAP, thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to apply Preisig's method of switching between a plurality of 
applications in the combinations of James and W3C, motivated by the need of providing a more 
effective and flexible Web-based traffic for customers whose computers resided behind 
corporate or ISP firewall. 

Regarding claims 6 and 12, the combination of James, W3C, and Preisig also discloses: 
determining at the application switching component whether a timeout period has 
occurred; and if the timeout period has occurred, then sending, to the requesting process, error 
data indicating that the particular service extension is not available (James: col. 4: lines 42-62; 
and col. 6: lines 57-63). 

Since W3C teaches SOAP, an industry accepted standard protocol, and James discloses a 
method and system conforming to SOAP, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made, the request in James' system can be used to indicate 
whether a particular service extension is mandatory. 
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James, W3C, and Preisig disclose analogous arts, relating to methods and systems 
conforming to SOAP, thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to apply Preisig's method of switching between a plurality of 
applications in the combinations of James and W3C, motivated by the need of providing a more 
effective and flexible Web-based traffic for customers whose computers resided behind 
corporate or ISP firewall. 

Regarding claim 17, the combination of James, W3C, and Preisig also discloses 
sending a mustUnderstand error message to the requesting client only when no second server is 
capable of selection (James: col. 6: lines 13-17; Preisig: col. 6: lines 4-61). 

Since W3C teaches SOAP, an industry accepted standard protocol, and James discloses a 
method and system conforming to SOAP, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made, the request in James' system can be used to indicate 
whether a particular service extension is mandatory. 

James, W3C, and Preisig disclose analogous arts, relating to methods and systems 
conforming to SOAP, thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to apply Preisig' s method of switching between a plurality of 
applications in the combinations of James and W3C, motivated by the need of providing a more 
effective and flexible Web-based traffic for customers whose computers resided behind 
corporate or ISP firewall. 
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Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL, Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed imtil after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier commimications from the 
examiner should be directed to Van Kim T. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-3073. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zami Maung, can be reached on 571-272-3939. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

« 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infomiation for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Van Kim T. Nguyen 

Examiner 
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